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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the communication filed on 4/19/10. 
Claims 1 - 27 are pending. 

Claims 9,10,23,24 are withdrawn from consideration. 

Election/Restrictions 

Claims 9, 10, 23, and 24 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 
4/19/10. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed 
errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without 
traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claim Objections 

Claim 13 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Specifically, it is 
noted that the possible identification of data on a disc does not structurally limit the 
claimed disc, but rather references the ability of an unclaimed person or thing that 
identifies. Thus, claim 13 fails to further limit the claimed subject matter. Applicant is 
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required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 13, it recites "the audio data ... may be erroneously identified as 
data rather than audio". The examiner notes that such recitation does not appear 
logical because audio data is by definition data, thus the scope of the claim is rendered 
indeterminate. For the purpose of examination, the examiner presumes the applicant to 
reference the fact that the disc comprises audio data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 
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Claims 1 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Schylander, U.S. Patent 5,390,159. 

Regarding claim 1, Schylander discloses: 

An optical disc carrying content and control data for enabling access to the 
content (Schylander, 1 : 14-22), the content being arranged on the disc in at least two 
separate and consecutive sessions (Schylander, 15:46-53), wherein each session on 
the disc has a Lead-in, a program area, and a Lead-Out, and wherein none of the 
sessions has a pointer from the Lead-Out which references control data of that same 
session (Schylander, fig. 4: "L01", "L02"). 

Regarding claim 2, Schylander discloses: 

wherein none of the sessions on the disc has a pointer from the Lead-Out thereof 
which references or addresses a primary volume descriptor of that same session 
(Schylander, fig. 4: "L01", "L02"). 

Regarding claim 3, Schylander discloses: 

wherein there are between two and five sessions on the disc (Schylander, fig. 4; 
15:46-53). 

Regarding claim 4, Schylander discloses: 
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wherein the content is arranged on the disc in first and second separate sessions 
(Schylander, fig. 4; 15:46-53). 

Regarding claim 5, Schylander discloses: 

comprising a plurality of individual sessions arranged sequentially along a spiral 
track of the optical disc from an inner area to an outer area thereof (Schylander, fig. 
2:20; 1 :57-2:5), wherein each said session has a Lead-In, a program area and a Lead- 
Out, and wherein none of the sessions on the disc has a pointer from the Lead-Out 
which references or addresses the program area of that same session (Schylander, fig. 
4; 15:46-53). 

Regarding claim 6, Schylander discloses: 

wherein the first session on the optical disc which extends from the inner area 
thereof is an audio session having audio data contained in the program area 
(Schylander, fig. 1 ; 4:42-48 - * recorded bits within a user's program area may be 
intended for interpretation as data of the type audio, visual, etc. However, it is noted 
that the classification of recorded bits or digital information by it's intended interpretation 
(i.e. audio, video, etc) does not serve to structurally distinguish the claimed optical disc 
having digital information recorded thereon from prior art optical discs having digital 
information recorded thereon). 



Regarding claim 7, Schylander discloses: 
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wherein the or each session following the first session is a data session and the 
or each said data session has a primary volume descriptor in its program area, and 
wherein there are no pointers provided from the Lead-Out of each data session which 
reference or address a primary volume descriptor of that session (Schylander, fig. 4: 
"L01", "L02"; 4:43-58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 11 - 20, 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schylander in view of Hahn, U.S. Patent Publication 
2004/0109393. 

Regarding claim 8, Schylander discloses an optical disc (Schylander, 1:14-56), 
however, Schylander does not disclose copy protection of the optical disc. Hahn 
discloses the need to copy protect optical discs (Hahn, par. 2-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to employ the 
teachings of Hahn with the teachings of Schylander. This would have been obvious 
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because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the need to 
prevent unauthorized or illegal copying (Hahn, par. 9, 10). 
The combination enables: 

having a first audio session and at least one subsequent data session, the optical 
disc being a copyprotected audio disc (Schylander, fig. 4; Hahn, par. 1 1 ; fig. 1a). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , comprises essentially similar recitations as claims 1 - 8, and 
it is rejected, at least, for the same reasons as claim 8, and furthermore because the 
combination enables: 

and wherein control data in the second and subsequent sessions which relates 
to the first session has been removed, corrupted, rendered incorrect and/or inaccurate 
or otherwise interfered with (Hahn, par. 22). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is provided in the 
Lead-in to a session, in the Table of Contents (TOC), and/or is included in, or 
constituted by, other navigation and/or timing data generally (Hahn, par. 22). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination enables: 

wherein in the Lead-In to each session the audio data in the audio session may 
be erroneously identified as data rather than audio (Schylander, fig. 4; Hahn, par. 1 1 ; 
fig. 1a). 
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Regarding claim 14, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is provided in 
one or more descriptors for the information (Hahn, fig. 8, 9). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is in a primary 
volume descriptor, and/oris in a secondary volume descriptor (Hahn, fig. 8, 9; 
Schylander, fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is in one or more 
directories (Hahn, fig. 8, 9; par. 38 - 43; Schylander, fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is in address 
information (Hahn, par. 39 - 45; Schylander, fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination enables: 

wherein the control data to which interference has been applied is in navigation 
and/or timing data (Hahn, par. 39 - 45). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination enables: 
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wherein the content and control data is arranged on the optical disc in two 
sessions only, a first session being an audio session in which the program area 
contains audio data, and the second session being a data session, and wherein the 
second data session has a primary volume descriptor including control data enabling 
access to data in the program area of the second session, and where there is no pointer 
referencing the primary volume descriptor from the Lead-Out of the second session 
(Schylander, fig. 4; Hahn, fig. 6). 

Regarding claim 20, the combination enables: 

wherein the first and second sessions are arranged sequentially along a spiral 
track extending along the optical disc from an inner area thereof to an outer area 
thereof, the first session having its Lead-in at the inner area and the Lead-Out of the 
second session being at said outer area (Schylander, fig. 2:20; 1 :57-2:5; fig. 4; 15:46- 
53). 

Regarding claims 21 ,22, and 25 - 27, they are method claims corresponding to 
the claims 1 - 8, and 1 1 - 20 above, comprising essentially similar recitations, and they 
are rejected, at least, for the same reasons. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

See Notice of References Cited. 

A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire 3 months (not less than 90 
days) from the mailing date of this communication. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffery Williams whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7965. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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